September 24, 1971 

Dear Harold, 

This is in response to the non-CD items in your mailings of 9/8, 12, and 13* 

The enclosed letter to jt Jim L. is my response to the publication of the 
revised Boggs memo in the Pert. Computers and Automation. Yukky. 

You asked if I have any vrcHw? notes on HI which J. have not sent; 1 m sure nob. 

You pointed out that some of the copies 1 sent you (nonvXerox) were stuck 
together. I think this was a msEkintorc machine problem which ± later noticed 
on my copies. I-Iothing more suspicious than that. 

I'm pleased that you are making progress on Bfi but I strongly urge to to 
make time for careful editing by yourself. Can't count on others to do this 
for you, and this very technical subject will really need it. 

You asked about other investigations re leaks , besides CD 140b. ± recall 

some, and think T have a.t least one big one, but can t recall the number, 
think it involved the Ruby testimony that Kilgallen got, and was inconclusive 
because she wouldn t tell. 

I'm sending (separately) the letter from the La. Spate rolice turning 

me down on CD 3^5* - wouldn't suggest asking ivon to help 021 unis. 

Your 9/11 to Sylvia asking for citations re Helsinki : see the index to 
Accessories under that city. Sasier than writing a letter, no? 

Since the Chron article I sent you earlier, there have been only bits and 
pieces about the San Quentin shootings, i'll keep my eyes open for any wrapup 
or analj^ical pieces. The Guardian has had a ksx couple; nothing special. 

Thanks for reminding me that Kasterman is with Joesten; I am sending only 
j LkzHi sg books he asks me to JaajacKSfcEX buy, etc. 

You asked about my directing a carbon of a letter to LRL . HS This is ^ the 
Lawrence Radiation Lab, where J work; sometimes 1 make an extra copy for a f-J-e 
I have there (for security • JD correspondence, etc.). Similarly, X keep a copy 
of my thesis drafts at home. 


cc: 0 : 


Hastily, 

fi*JL 



